
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H9691 November 4, 2005 
right now. That is a huge number. I 
sometimes cannot understand how big 
that number is. It is also hard to un-
derstand what an $844 million cut from 
the food stamp program is, or the kind 
of cuts they are going to be passing 
down in this budget reconciliation doc-
ument that is going to affect affordable 
housing. 

I want to show this picture. This pic-
ture is of me standing in the apartment 
of one of my constituents whose roof 
caved in on her during Hurricane 
Wilma. These are the people that, on 
top of what they have already gone 
through, on top of what they have al-
ready gone through, now we are going 
to cut the budget that funds the very 
programs that exist to help them. 

There are people in dire straits in 
south Florida after Hurricane Wilma 
and in the gulf coast region after 
Katrina. There are people who before 
the hurricanes hit were in dire straits. 
This is what the problem really looks 
like for people. These people cannot 
live in homes like this because this 
home was condemned. Obviously, no-
body can live in the apartment in this 
picture, and I wish that there was only 
one that looked like this in south Flor-
ida. This is the plight that we are put-
ting people through. 

Before we give out the Web site, I 
want to close by saying that we are in 
the middle of adding ‘‘C’’ after ‘‘C’’: 
with the culture of corruption, cro-
nyism, and the lack of confidence that 
the American people have in their gov-
ernment, and now we have the coverup 
Congress. That is what came to light 
here this week. We have repeatedly 
asked for investigations, that this lead-
ership stand up and do what is right. 
And Leader PELOSI has tried to get 
them to do that, and they have unani-
mously rejected that. 

We are going to continue to come 
back to this floor and stand up for the 
American people, and I look forward to 
continuing this dialogue with my col-
league. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Just to add to 
what I was saying before the gentle-
woman made her statements, October 7 
the board was open for 40 minutes to 
pass the ‘‘energy bill,’’ as relates to 
home heating. Special interests were 
able to get their profits out of that. 
The board was open for 40 minutes, 
even though it was a 5-minute vote. 

November 22, 2003, broke the record 
here in the House of Representatives 
by holding the vote open. It was origi-
nally set for 15 minutes but lasted over 
3 hours into the middle of the night. It 
was obvious on the prescription drug 
bill that it was a failing bill, but it 
took 3 hours for the majority to get 
their way. 

The reason why there are two dates 
on this, July 27 and 28, is because the 
board was left open, the voting board 
was left open for an hour, well past the 
15-minute voting time on CAFTA, 
which actually passed by 227 to 215. So 
when the majority says I wish the 
Democrats would join us, I wish that 

the Republicans would join the Repub-
licans on it, because they know exactly 
what is not happening. 

I want to give our Web site out here. 
It is 30somethingdems@mail.house.gov. 
That is 
30somethingdems@mail.house.gov. We 
want to make sure that everyone 
knows exactly what is going on here in 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
league from Florida, as well as the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. LARSON) 
and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
RYAN), who joined us here today; and 
we will continue to work hard not only 
to bring fresh ideas to the floor but to 
make sure that we point out where the 
inequities are within our own institu-
tion. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE ROBERT W. NEY, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENT) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from the Honor-
able ROBERT W. NEY, Member of Con-
gress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, November 4, 2005. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you 
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, that my of-
fice has been served with a grand jury sub-
poena, issued by the U.S. District Court for 
the District of Columbia and directed to the 
‘‘Custodian of Records,’’ for documents and 
testimony. 

I will make the determinations required by 
Rule VIII. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT W. NEY, 
Member of Congress. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the following 
resolution: 

S. RES. 300 
In the Senate of the United States, Novem-

ber 3, 2005. 
Whereas Henry Ku’ualoha Giugni was born 

on January 11, 1925, in Honolulu, Hawai’i; 
Whereas Henry Giugni served with distinc-

tion in the United States Army, after enlist-
ing at the age of 16 after the attacks on 
Pearl Harbor, and served in combat at the 
Battle of Guadalcanal during World War II; 

Whereas Henry Giugni began his service in 
the Senate in 1963 as Senior Executive As-
sistant and Chief of Staff to Senator Daniel 
K. Inouye; 

Whereas Henry Giugni served as Sergeant- 
at-Arms from 1987 until 1990; 

Whereas Henry Giugni was the first person 
of color and first Polynesian to be appointed 
to be the Sergeant-at-Arms; 

Whereas Henry Giugni promoted minori-
ties and women by appointing the first mi-
nority, an African American, to lead the Ser-
geant-at-Arms’ Service Department, and was 
the first to assign women to the Capitol Po-
lice plain-clothes unit; 

Whereas Henry Giugni’s special interest in 
people with disabilities resulted in a major 

expansion of the Special Services Office, 
which now conducts tours of the U.S. Capitol 
for the blind, deaf, and wheelchair-bound, 
and publishes Senate maps and documents in 
Braille; 

Whereas in 2003, Henry Giugni received an 
Honorary Doctorate of Humane Letters for 
the University of Hawai’i at Hilo in recogni-
tion of his extraordinary contributions to 
Hawai’i and the Nation; 

Whereas Henry Giugni carried Hawai’i’s 
flag while marching with Dr. Martin Luther 
King for civil rights in Selma, Alabama; 

Whereas Henry Giugni presided over the 
inauguration of President George H.W. Bush, 
and escorted numerous foreign dignitaries, 
including Nelson Mandela, Margaret Thatch-
er, and Vaclav Havel when they visited the 
United States Capitol; and 

Whereas on November 3, 2005, Henry Giugni 
passed away at the age of 80; Now therefore 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with 
profound sorrow and deep regret the an-
nouncement of the death of Henry Giugni. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives and transmit an enrolled 
copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns 
today, it stand adjourned as a further mark 
of respect to the memory of Henry Giugni. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 1928a–1928d of title 
22, United States Code, as amended, the 
Chair on behalf of the Vice President, 
appoints the following Senators to the 
Senate Delegation to the Nato Par-
liamentary Assembly in Copenhagen, 
Denmark, November 11–14, 2005, during 
the One Hundred Ninth Congress: 

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
LOTT). 

The Senator from Colorado (Mr. AL-
LARD) 

The Senator from Alabama (Mr. SES-
SIONS). 

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
BUNNING). 

The Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
VOINOVICH). 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 107–273, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Majority Lead-
er, announces the appointment of the 
following individual to serve as a mem-
ber of the Antitrust Modernization 
Commission: 

Makan Delrahim of the District of 
Columbia. 

f 

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN 
REPUBLICANS AND DEMOCRATS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) is recognized for 
60 minutes. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to address the 
body. We are at a time right now where 
literally the stakes of America lie in 
the balance. Our future is going to be 
determined by our actions today. 

Many people often ask me exactly 
what is the difference between the two 
approaches, and I will tell you that 
there are significant differences be-
tween the Republican and Democrat 
approach in Congress. Dennis Prager, a 
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talk show host and author from Cali-
fornia, has really summarized those 
very well; and I will quote from him, 
but these words express the beliefs of 
many. 

The differences between this side of 
the aisle and that side of the aisle are 
important and substantial. 

One party believes in American 
exceptionalism on a national stage, 
that the United States has better val-
ues than any other country. The other 
believes in the United Nations, the ac-
ceptance of all countries’ values. 

One party believes in universal mo-
rality, that is the ultimate good and 
evil that exists in society and the ne-
cessity to choose between them, and 
that that decision between good and 
evil should determine the international 
authority. The other believes the UN- 
iversal law; that whatever the U.N. de-
cides should be determining our inter-
national law. 

I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, that that 
is playing out right now in the United 
Nations, as we see the head of the 
United Nations, Kofi Annan, mired in 
corruption with his own son and with 
close allies of his in the bureaucracy 
indicted and involved, and yet we are 
not hearing one word about that cor-
ruption and that involvement from any 
of our friends on the other side of the 
aisle in this body. 

One party believes that race is irrele-
vant. One party believes that race is 
the defining of the human being. I will 
tell you that race has no char-
acteristic. Character has characteris-
tics. And when we begin to understand 
that we judge people by their character 
and not by their race, we are going to 
be a better country for that. 

One party believes in powerful gov-
ernment. One party believes in indi-
vidual liberty. 

One party believes in individual re-
sponsibility. One believes society is re-
sponsible for individual actions. 

We often hear the words that poverty 
causes crime. If poverty causes crime, 
then affluence causes kindness. If you 
want to see that in play, you would 
look at the most heinous of the drug 
lords in central and South America, 
people who are rolling in billions of 
dollars and yet have an evil intent to-
ward everyone around them and toward 
everyone in society. 

I will tell you that poverty does not 
cause crime; character causes crime. If 
you do not have a certain level of in-
come, you are determined to be mor-
ally retarded by our friends on the 
other side of the aisle. And I will tell 
you that that is one of the biggest in-
sults we can give to people of low in-
come. 

One party believes that while com-
passion is important, standards are 
more important. One believes compas-
sion is more important than standards. 
The only people held morally respon-
sible today are white Christian males. 
In macro-life, society, standards must 
be more important than compassion. In 
your personal life, we allow compassion 

to rule. But when we begin to deal with 
compassion from the government, 
someone is always disadvantaged. 

b 1415 

One party believes the Boy Scouts 
are the greatest blessing in America. 
One believes they are a curse and work-
ing daily to undermine the capability 
of the Boy Scouts to deliver their mes-
sage and their program. 

One party standard bearer believes 
that the greatest threat to humanity is 
environmental degradation. One be-
lieves that the greatest threat is 
human evil. 

One party believes in secular govern-
ment. One party believe in secular soci-
ety. There is a huge difference between 
a secular government and a secular so-
ciety. Government without religion or 
society without religion, if we are 
without religion as a society, where do 
we get the moral values that will com-
pel us to follow laws and to act within 
the bounds of human behavior? 

One party believes that Judeo-Chris-
tian values and God are what makes 
society tick. One believes that all val-
ues in society are equal, and that is 
played out in the moral relativism that 
we see declaring that even in the 
United Nations we cannot get a defini-
tion of what a terrorist state is because 
all societies are deemed to be equal. 
They will not condemn any other soci-
ety in the U.N., and I will tell the 
Members that that value plays out in-
side this country, also. 

One party believes in the value of Eu-
rope. One party believes in the values 
of Texas. One party regards the Lone 
Ranger as a moral model. One regards 
the Lone Ranger as an arrogant 
unilateralist. 

Mr. Speaker, we are faced in these 
times with extraordinary difficulties. I 
would remind this body that just as 
late as 1999 we began to experience tre-
mendous economic difficulties in this 
country. They were brought on by the 
collapse of the dot com industry. That 
was an industry that had built up the 
prices of its stock so that stocks that 
had no product, they had no sales, they 
had no net income, those prices had es-
calated from zero and $1 all the way to 
$200 and $300 per share. That was a fic-
tional amount, but our economy expe-
rienced a surge in the late 1990s. 

Then in 1999 and 2000, while President 
Clinton was still in office, we had the 
dot burst of the dot com bubble. That 
created a recession inside our economy 
that began to persist. We were just 
about to work our way out from under-
neath that economic burden when 9/11 
came along. That shocked us again 
into deep recession. 

Once again, the Bush administration, 
having inherited the dot com collapse, 
which collapsed before they came to of-
fice, and then faced with the economic 
pressures of the 9/11 catastrophe, 
fought its way back. And still we were 
about to come out from underneath 
those two deep shocks to our economy 
when we had companies like Global 

Crossing, which defrauded the Nation 
out of millions and the chairman of the 
Democratic Party, on a small invest-
ment, made $18 million. 

That corporate culture of misleading 
and pulling money out of stocks and 
giving it to individuals, that Enron- 
Global-Crossing-WorldCom then cre-
ated an even deeper shock into the 
economy because people began to pull 
their money out of the stock market 
and began to put their money into very 
safe investments but pulling it away 
from companies where they could grow 
and expand. 

So those three deep shocks were fac-
ing this administration almost from 
the day that they took office, and still 
we did things as Republicans which 
caused the economy to turn around. We 
passed the individual tax cuts. The 
Governor of New Mexico, a widely re-
spected Hispanic Democrat Governor of 
New Mexico, stated most clearly when 
he was lobbying for tax cuts inside the 
State, he said, and his words are very 
true, that tax cuts create jobs. 

Now that is the question as we go in 
toward the end of this year, whether or 
not we are going to let ourselves under-
stand the economic principles and try 
to achieve growth to where our kids 
continue to have jobs to go to or if we 
are going to listen to the other side 
and say that these tax cuts are just tax 
cuts for the wealthy. That is the dis-
cussion going on now. Do we want a vi-
brant, growing economy, or do we want 
to listen to our friends over here ha-
rangue about policies of which they ap-
pear to not have much understanding 
of? Who is going to win this economic 
struggle for the future of the country? 
That is the question that is involved 
right now. 

I will tell the Members that if we are 
not dedicated to the principle of build-
ing this economic strength back into 
the economy, we are going to find after 
January 1, all the tax cuts were tempo-
rarily extending until January 1, and 
they roll out and become noneffective 
on January 1. If we do not do some-
thing about that, I will tell the Mem-
bers that we are going to find the deep 
shocks into our economy that are 
going to penalize all of us. 

We are finding, also, that the policies 
of our friends from decades of obstruct-
ing industries in this country that we 
are harvesting the benefits of those 
policies of obstructing. For instance, 
drilling. Are have constantly hearing 
from our friends that you will not drill 
here, you will not drill there, you will 
not drill anywhere. So today we have 
$70 and we have got $14 gas. 

Now what does that mean? The $14 
gas is compared with normally $2. One 
does not have to really understand gas 
much. Just think about the relation-
ship between 2 and 14, and one will 
begin to understand the economics 
that face us. This winter, because of 
past policies, we are going to reap the 
benefits of those obstructions to drill-
ing that our friends on the other side of 
the aisle have thrown up. 
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We have made decisions not to drill 

in ANWR, we have made decisions not 
to drill on the Outer Continental Shelf, 
and we have made decisions to not drill 
in the Rocky Mountain regions of the 
country where tremendous trillions of 
cubic feet of gas are available. And the 
losers are going to be the American 
public and the consumer. 

But, long term, we are going to con-
tinue losing because our jobs are mov-
ing overseas. When we are paying $14 
for natural gas in this country and be-
cause gas is not easily transported, the 
pricing tends to be national in scale 
rather than international. We are pay-
ing $14 in this country, and yet many 
of our friends around the world are 
paying under $4. Some places pay as 
little as $1. 

One can imagine that if one is a plas-
tics manufacturer here in this country 
or a chemical manufacturer or a fer-
tilizer manufacturer that they are pay-
ing $14 and they could locate a plant 
where they are paying $1. Common 
sense and business sense will tell us 
that there is great incentive for people 
to go where the $1 gas is, but, when 
they do that, they are going to take 
the jobs and the manufacturing facili-
ties and they will never come back to 
this country because we will never be 
able to get our price down to where the 
foreign nations have it. They have such 
a low relative wage that we are never 
going to compete dollar for dollar. So 
once we allow those plants to move 
overseas, then we will have lost that 
segment of our economy. 

I will tell the Members that that is 
where the real threat for America lies, 
in the loss of that economic structure, 
that economic base for this country. 

The future of our children is at 
stake. Those of us who are baby 
boomers like myself, I think during the 
next 10 years we can see that slow dete-
rioration of our economic base. But it 
is when it is dissipated that our chil-
dren and grandchildren are going to 
reap the very sad rewards of policies 
that our friends on the other side of 
the aisle, with good intentions and 
good hearts, have foisted on the Amer-
ican public. 

Today, the debate in this country is 
about the future of this country. Presi-
dent Bush and his administration have 
steadfastly moved us into pro-competi-
tive, pro-business environments, and 
our friends here in Congress have con-
stantly criticized that, have constantly 
thrown up roadblocks to that and have 
constantly had no suggestions of their 
own. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to just 
close today by saying that this is a 
very important time in our Nation’s 
history. We are fighting basically three 
deep struggles right now. We are fight-
ing an economic struggle that is world-
wide. The worldwide economy has 
taken traction. Jobs can be here or 
jobs can be in other countries with 
equal facility. Investment capital can 
move up and move to wherever those 
capitals would want to go. There are 

absolutely no restrictions. The Inter-
net makes it possible to move one’s 
money literally overnight. So we have 
an economic struggle where we are 
competing with low-price, high-quality 
competition in our labor market. 

So the economic challenge is one, but 
we are also facing a challenge of mili-
tary circumstances. The war on terror 
is absolute. It will be fought. It is just 
a question of whether it will be fought 
in this country or in the homeland of 
the terrorists. For myself, I always 
vote to take the battle to the terrorists 
there. 

We did not invite 9/11 into this coun-
try. It came without provocation and 
with no warning. We are either going 
to continue seeing that escalation of 
terrorist attacks inside this country or 
we are going to find that we will en-
counter the terrorists and defeat them 
on their own ground. And I will tell the 
Members that as long as people are 
willing to cut off the heads of individ-
uals who are private, nonmilitary citi-
zens, without provocation, that there 
is no negotiating with that kind of a 
person. It is a fight to the death, and 
the more terrorists that we kill and 
capture and put into prison, the more 
safe that our streets will be for the 
kids who are walking on the streets 
just intending to go to school on cer-
tain days. 

So we have got the economic struggle 
going on. We have then the war on ter-
ror. But we also have a tremendous so-
cial struggle going on where we are 
trying to determine the values of this 
country. 

Again, my introduction differen-
tiated between the two parties and the 
approaches to the values. I am not say-
ing that everyone in America agrees 
with our friends on the other side of 
the aisle, even if they are in the Demo-
crat Party, but I will say that the lead-
ership here in this Nation is willing to 
talk fiction and talk nonanswers and 
throw obstructions into the way of 
good, hard-nosed policies which guar-
antee our future, and for that they will 
be eternally accountable. 

They talk about corruption, and yet 
they fail to mention that the only per-
son in prison today is actually one of 
their members who came in in my class 
last year. Only one person. And yet 
they are sending phone messages and 
they are sending radio commercials, 
bank phone calls into many Republican 
districts saying you should give back 
that money. Theirs is the side with an-
swers to give, and yet I never hear 
those questions about their own people. 
Their agenda is a political one. It is de-
signed to gain back political power at 
the expense of the Nation. It is a day 
that they should not be proud of. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. BECERRA (at the request of Ms. 

PELOSI) for today. 
Mr. KIND (at the request of Ms. 

PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. OSBORNE (at the request of Mr. 
BLUNT) for today on account of official 
business in the district. 

Mr. POE (at the request of Mr. BLUNT) 
for today on account of official busi-
ness. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin (at the re-
quest of Mr. BLUNT) for today on ac-
count of a family medical emergency. 

Mrs. EMERSON (at the request of Mr. 
BLUNT) for today on account of official 
business. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California (at 
the request of Mr. BLUNT) for today on 
account of illness. 

Miss MCMORRIS (at the request of Mr. 
BLUNT) for today on account of busi-
ness in her district. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. DEFAZIO) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. SESSIONS) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. LEWIS of California, for 5 min-
utes, November 7. 

Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 2744. An act making appropriations 
for Agriculture, Rural Development, Food 
and Drug Administration, and Related Agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2006, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 28 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, Novem-
ber 7, 2005, at 12:30 p.m., for morning 
hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
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